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Lori Lynne Forbes, by its attorney, hereby suqmuts ~r
.......' ..•~ .......

". (,.',:'

opposition to the "Petition for Leave to Amend" filetf' byr--t<R

Partners ("KR") with respect to its pending application for

Channel 256C, Waimea, Hawaii. 11 With respect thereto the

following is stated:

1. KR filed its application on October 1, 1991, under the

name of Julie K. O'Connor ("O'Connor"). In that application,

O'Connor stated that her proposed operating bUdget was $388,300.

She certified that she was financially qualified based upon

assurances of financing allegedly provided to her by "George

Handgis" of Irvine, California, in the amount of $400,000. See

Attachment 1. The application was accepted for tender on January

30, 1992 (Report No. 15183), and on February 28, 1992, prior to

the deadline date for filing amendments as a matter of right, she

amended her application to specify KR Partners as the revised

applicant of her application, and submitted an integration and

diversification statement. See Attachment 2. There was no

Lori Lynn Forbes was not served with a copy
Petition, thus delaying the filing of this opposition.

of KR's



change made with regard to the application's financial

certification. Now, over three months after the deadline date

for filing amendments as of right under section 73.3622(a) (6) of

the Commission's Rules has passed, KR has submitted a financial

amendment to its application, seeking to change the source of

financing relied upon for her proposal to "BDC Services, Inc.,"

and seeking to reduce the estimate of the anticipated costs to

construct and initially operate the proposed facility from

$388,300 to "$203,000." See Attachment 3. KR alleges that it

lost its initial financing source on April 28, 1992, and that its

amendment is being filed with "due diligence." No documentation

establishing the existence of its original financial source, its

new financial source, or an itemization of its original or

present budget is included in the amendment. Rather, KR admits

that even prior to April 28, 1992, "Ms. O'Connor had had

discussions with Mr. Handgis (her originally-named financial

source] concerning doubts about his continued support."

Attachment 3 at 2.

2. The amendment must be rejected. As the Commission has

clearly established in the past, the acceptance of amendments in

general (including financial amendments) which are submitted

after the close of the amendment as of right period is severely

restricted. See, ~, Radio Representatives, Inc., 5 FCC Rcd

3064, 3065 (MMB 1990); Mary Elizabeth Shelton, 5 FCC Rcd 4875

(MMB 1990). As the Mass Media observed in Radio Representatives:

in the Report and order, in MM Docket No. 84-750, 50
Fed. Reg. 19,936 (May 13, 1985), the Commission
adopted strict rules governing acceptance of
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amendments to FM applications. These rules provide
that amendments which address the acceptability or
grantability of an application may be filed only as
a matter of right prior to the expiration of the 30
day period triggered by the release of the Public
notice announcing that the application has been
accepted for tender. 50 Fed. Reg. at 19,941. See
also 47 C.F.R. § 73.3522(a) (6). A party may not,
however, perfect its application by correcting an
acceptability or grantability defect after the time
for filing amendments as of right has passed.
Accordingly [an] amendment, as it relates to an
applicant's financial status, will be returned as
untimely and an appropriate financial issue will be
specified . . . .

5 FCC Rcd at 3064-65. Amendments involving an applicant's

financial qualifications pertain to the "grantability" of an

applicant's application. Gloria Bell Boyd, 5 FCC Rcd 3500 ,. 9

(MMB 1990). After the close of the amendment as a matter of

right period, an applicant cannot amend its application by filing

an amendment to address a matter which involves the

"grantability" of its application. As the Commission has stated:

To accept amendments after the close of the
amendment as a matter of right period would be
unfair to other applicant in the proceeding, who
fully complied with our acceptability requirements
as of the amendment as a matter of right date.

Plenn H. Phelps, 6 FCC Rcd 579, 580 ,. 3 (MMB 1991).

Gerald Penovich, 5 FCC Rcd 7395 , 3 (MMB 1990); MBC Limited

Partnership, 5 FCC Rcd 5250 (MMB 1990). In Shelton, an

applicant also sought to have a late-filed amendment accepted

pursuant to Section 73.3566(a) (2) of the Commission's Rules

pertaining to post-acceptance-for-tender/pre-designation

amendments. In rejecting the amendment, the Commission stated:

it is incumbent upon appl icants seeking to amend
their applications pursuant to this rule to plead
with specificity . . . . Examples of information [an
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applicant] could provide. . . include copies of
correspondence and names of individuals . . • from
whom correspondence has been received. Absent this
degree of specificity, we are left with only [the
applicant's] unsubstantiated statement that her
original proposal is
unacceptable .... Accordingly, since [[the
applicant] has failed to demonstrate good cause for
acceptance of her... amendment , it will be
returned as unacceptable for filing.

5 FCC Rcd at 4875 , 3. There, too, an appropriate issue was

specified. with regard to financial amendments, in particular,

an applicant seeking to amend its application beyond the relevant

cut-off date is required to make a "full financial showing"

demonstrating its financial qualifications. Radio

Representatives, Inc., 6 FCC Rcd 6995 (1991) ("an applicant may

not avoid a financial issue merely by recertifying without

sUbmitting supporting documentation") . An applicant that

certified initially to its financial qualifications will not be

permitted to amend without first establishing that it was

financially qualified at the time of the original certification.

Albert E. Gary, 5 FCC Rcd 6235, 6236 , 10 (Rev. Bd. 1990); Pepper

Shultz, 5 FCC Rcd 3273 , 2 (1990). An applicant must establish

its initial financial qualifications as an essential ingredient

to a "good cause" showing for a later financial amendment.

Marlin Broadcasting of Central Florida, 5 FCC Rcd 5751 (1990).

In order for an amendment to be accepted, an appl icant must

demonstrate that its initial certification was valid. Mabelton

Broadcasting Co., 5 FCC Rcd 6314, 6326 n.36 (Rev. Bd. 1990). In

the event an applicant was not initially financially qualified,

it cannot rely on a later-obtained letter in support of its

- 4 -



financial qualifications. Marc A. Albert, 6 FCC Rcd 6235 (Rev.

Bd. 1991); Texas Communications Limited Partnership, 7 FCC Rcd

3186, 3187 (1992).

3. Applying these principles to this case, there are two

components to KR's amendment -- it seeks to amend its financial

source, and it seeks to amend its construction/operation budget.

KR's amendment as it relates to either of these two aspects of

its application may not be accepted.

4. with respect to the amendment of the source of

financing, the amendment has not been timely filed, and in any

event, insufficient information that has been provided to warrant

the formal acceptance of the amendment. First of all, since the

amendment was submitted after the last day for submitting

amendments as of right, it is not acceptable at all under the

reasoning of Radio Representatives, 5 FCC Rcd 3064-65, Plenn H.

Phelps, and Gerald Penovich, since it pertains to the

"grantability" of KR's application and it was not timely filed.

In this regard, the case is analogous to Evans Broadcasting, 5

FCC Rcd 1675 (MMB 1990), where, as here, an applicant that

initially was financially qualified lost its financing and sought

to amend its application to reflect that it again was financially

qualified. Id. at 1676-77. The Commission rejected the

amendment, finding that an amendment filed after the period for

filing amendments as of right, even if it purported to

reestablish an applicant's financial "grantability"

qualifications, is not acceptable. Id. at ~ 10. Thus here, to
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the extent KR needed to possibly amend its financial source, such

an amendment had to be filed prior to the deadline for amendments

as a matter of right in order for it to be freely acceptable. At

the present time, it is not acceptable.

5. Moreover, in any event, "good cause" for acceptance of

the amendment has not been established. As noted above, at all

times from the initial filing of the application, the applicant

purportedly "relied" upon Mr. Handgis in support of the

applicant's financial qualifications. KR reports that on "April

28, 1992 George Handgis wrote to Ms. 0' Connor withdrawing his

financial support. Ms. O'Connor received this letter on May 5,

1992" and claims that it has now received "reasonable

availability of financing from BDC Services, Inc." Attachment 3.

However, no documentation has been provided evidencing (1) the

adequacy of Mr. Handgis' initial financial assurances to KRi (2)

the "withdrawal" of Mr. Handgis' alleged assurances to KRi or (3)

the existence of assurances from "BDC services, Inc." Lacking

~

evidence establishing the SUfficiency of KR's initial financial

qualifications makes it impossible for the Commission to

establish that KR initially was financially qualified which,

under Albert Gary and Pepper Shultz, prevents accepts of its

instant amendment.~ Similarly, lacking evidence concerning the

Where, as here, a lender is a person, the applicant must
show that the person proposing to lend the funds has the
necessary financial resources at that time. A balance sheet or
other documentary evidence such as a financial statement would be
sufficient to show that at the time of certification that person
had sufficient net assets to meet his financial commitment to the
applicant. Northampton Media Associates, 4 FCC Rcd 5517, 5519
(1989) .
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"withdrawal" of Mr. Handgis leaves the Commission with only KR's

"unsubstantiated statement" concerning whether there is "good

cause" for allowing the amendment which, as established in

Shelton, is inadequate support for acceptance of an amendment at

this juncture. Finally, without providing evidence of the

alleged assurances provided by BDC, KR has failed to make the

requisite full financial showing which, under Radio

Representatives, is required in order to permit favorable

consideration of KR' s request for the acceptance of its late-

filed amendment. For all of these reasons, that aspect of the

amendment seeking to change at this late date the basis for KR's

financial certification must be rejected and returned.

6. Moreover, the amendment apparently was not diligently

filed. Although the amendment was filed within thirty days of

Ms. O'Connor receiving a "letter" from Mr. Handgis in which he

withdrew his support, as Ms. O'Connor candidly admits:

Prior to receiving this letter, Ms. O'Connor had
had discussion with Mr. Handgis concerning doubts
about his continued support . .

Attachment 3 at 2. commission precedent is clear: in order to

be financially qualified, an applicant must have a "present firm

intention to make [the] loan . . . future conditions permitting"

from a financial source that will provide funds.

Valley Broadcasters, 82 F.C.C.2d 166, 167 (1980).

Merrimack

It appears

from KR's own concession that KR's prospects for Obtaining a loan

from Mr. Handgis constituted SUbstantially less than a "firm"

intention for a loan for quite some time, and that KR
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nevertheless failed to amend its application earlier to reflect

its true status. Cf. Texas Communications Limited Partnership,

7 FCC 3186, 3187 , 8 (1992) (applicant required to timely report

withdrawal of financial support). In light of KR's failure to

keep the Commission timely and properly advised concerning the

status of its financial proposal, its amendment cannot be

accepted for this reason, as well.

7. Additionally, that aspect of KR's amendment which seeks

to reduce its bUdget estimates also cannot be accepted. KR has

presented absolutely no facts or basis supporting acceptance of

its revised estimates. As noted above, the Commission does not

allow an applicant to freely amend its application. As the

Review Board recently stated in Albert E. Gary, 5 FCC Rcd 6235

(Rev. Bd. 1990):

From the 1960s until the adoption of the (now­
abandoned) financial certification requirements,
Revision of From 301, 50 RR 2d 381 (1981), the
Commission followed a liberal "policy of permitting
an applicant to remove a disqualifying defect
through amendment through hearing. See Fisher
Broadcasting Co., 30 FCC 177 (1961), and Beacon
Broadcasting Systems, Inc., FCC 60-118, 19 RR 927
(1960) ." Azalea Corp., 31 FCC 2d 561, 563 (1971).
Applicants were permitted to amend in response to
petitions to add financial issues; William R.
Gaston, 35 FCC 2d 615, 619 (Rev. Bd. 1972); many
months after designation of an financial issue for
hearing, Click Broadcasting Co., 25 FCC 2d 511, 513
(Rev. Bd. 1972); on the eve of the hearing, Bison
City TV 49 L.P., 91 FCC 2d 26, 28-29 (Rev. Bd.
1982), and even after the hearing record was closed.
Gilbert Broadcasting Group, 68 FCC 2d 186, 207-08
n.54 (Rev. Bd. 1978). This practice changed with
the adoption of certification.
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Id. at 6236 ~ 9 (emphasis added).

8. Under Commission policy, each applicant is obliged to

formulate a proposal for construction and initial operation of

its proposed station prior to filing its application, depending

on how it intends to operate its station. Gilbert Broadcasting

Corp., 43 R.R.2d 51, 75 (Rev. Bd. 1978) (each applicant required

to include within its application estimates reflecting costs of

implementing its particular proposal; each applicant must be

evaluated on the basis of the costs of operation it has proposed

and not the costs proposed by other applicants). Prior to

certification, it must have engaged in a "serious and reasonable

efforts to ascertain predictable construction and operation

costs." Northampton Media Associates, 4 FCC Rcd 5517, 5519

(1989) .

9. Based upon the representations provided to the

Commission, KR predecessor, Julie O'Connor, evidently concluded

that it will take $388,300 to construct and operate the proposal

the applicant had in place as of September 16, 1991, the date

KR's original application was executed. No amendment to that

cost estimate was filed at any time during the amendment as of

right period. Now, seven months later, KR has revised the cost

estimates downward by nearly half, to $203,450. From the

magnitude and timing of that amendment, it is clear that KR is

not merely amending its budget simply in accordance with section

1.65 of the Commission's Rules to maintain the "accuracy" of the

information being provided with respect to its proposal, but is
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affirmatively changing its proposal, long after the last date for

applicants for this allotment to make changes to their

applications freely, to reflect a much less costly proposal for

building and/or operating its proposed station. Absolutely no

explanation, much less "good cause" for the wholesale

modification of this aspect of KR's application, has been

presented, nor does one apparently exist. lI Therefore, this

aspect of the amendment, as well, must be rejected.

10. In short, KR's amendment represents an attempt to

change and bolster its basic qualifications in a deficient,

untimely manner. It has failed to establish good cause for the

amendment, and has failed to provide information necessary to

evaluate the adequacy of the amendment. For all of these

reasons, the Petition for Leave to Amend filed by KR Partners

must be denied, and the amendment it has submitted must be

returned.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that the Petition

for Leave to Amend filed by KR Partners be denied.

Respectfully sUbmitted,

1250 Connecticut Ave., NW
#700
Washington, DC 20036
July 28, 1992

It appears that this is a case of the "tail wagging the dog"
-- instead of obtaining financing to support its budget, KR is
amending downward its budget to attempt to make it "fit" within
its now-more-limited financial resources.

- 10 -



A'ITACHMENT 1





A'ITACHMENT 2



DUPLICATE
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Ms. Donna R. Searcy
Secretary
Federal Communications Commissions
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Julie K. O'Connor, Kamuela, HI
File No.: 911001MB

Dear Ms. Searcy:

On behalf of Julie K. O'Connor, applicant for a new FM
broadcast station to operate on the frequency 99.1 MHz at
Kamuela, Hawaii, there is transmitted herewith, in triplicate, an
amendment to that application filed in response to the
Commission's January 31, 1992 Public Notice (Report No. 15183)
that accepted Ms. O'Connor's application for tender.

This amendment is filed as of right pursuant to Section
73.3522(a)(6) of the Commission's rules.

Among other matters covered by this amendment is the
nature of the applicant which is now a general partnership
controlled by Julie K. O'Connor.



KAYE, SCHOLER, FIERMAN, HAYS 0. HANDLER

Ms. Donna R. Searcy - 2 - February 28, 1992

Should any questions arise with regard to this matter,
kindly communicate directly with this office.

Respectfully submitted,

KAYE, SCHOLER, FIERMAN, HAYS
& HANDLER

Enclosures

By:

BAE:lw



RECEIVED

FEB 2 8 1992

Federal Communications (;ommtsslon
Office of the secretary

AMENDMENT

The application
broadcast station at
general partnership.
same except ~or those

o~ Julie K. O"Connor ~or a new FM
Waimea~ Hawaii is amended to propose a

All answers to FCC ~orm 301 remain the
pages attached to this amendment.

Furthermore~ the partnership proposes to install
auxilIary power generators at the transmitter and studio
sites in the event o~ a power emergency.

Respect~ully submitted~



APPLICATION FOR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FOR COMMERCIAL SROACCAST

~'JI"'.' .;o"-,,,,...,.,,c.etlons CO"'''''I$s,on

WIS"."g'C0n. D. C. 20!>!>. FCC 30'

AQO'o"ea Oy ~8
Joeo-OO21

£Xc,res 212";2
Se. ',ge 2!> for ,I'fO'''''~ :­

$TgArtln~NIJOI'C ovrO." .>~ -.',

For COMM:SSiON Fee :';se Only For APPUCANT Fee U. Only
. FEE NO: 1.1 a fee submitted with th1s

appllcation? DYes 0 ~

FEE TYPE: If fee exempt (.. 47 C.F.R. Section Ul!2J.
Indicate reuon therefor (check one Oox;:

FEE AMT: 0 Nonoommere1al educatlona.l il::e:-.see

0 Covernmental entity
FOR COMMISSlON USE ONLY

ID SE~:
FILE NO.

a

(a) Channel No. or Frequency St.a.te

HI

'tvo
City

Kamuela

FM

Send notices and communications to the followlni:
tlerson at the address below:
Name

Julie K. O'Connor

Street Address or p.o. Box
P. O. Box 111333, Suite 317

City 'State 19 6Z1;P45ode
Kamuela HI
Telephone No.IIMI"d. Ar.. l.del

(808) 885-3591

(b) Principal I
Community

-=.;,=:;.;;.=:.;;.::.;;;.....-------

ZIP Code
96743

o AM

FEB 2 8 1992

Federal CornmtJl1lcallOOS CommiSSion

256C

1. Na.me of Appilcant

K R Partners

City
Kamuela

Street Address or P.O. Box
P. O. Box 111333

Telephone No. (1IId~d. A,•• C.del

- 591

Section I - GENERAL

2. This a.ppllcatlon a for:

(c) Check one of the followlnc box_

(i] Appl1cal1on for NEW ItaUon

o MAJOR ch&nceln l1eeMed r.ctl1U. C&l1 a1cn: .., _

o MINOR chance In l1eea-d rac1l1U. 0&11 men:.., _

o MAJOR modlf1caUon of oorwt.rucUon permit; 0&11 .sen:

File No. of ooMtrucUon permit: ._, _

o MINOR mod1t1caUoD or ocinstrucUon permit; 0&11 men: ..., _

File No. of OOnstruCUOD permit; .•• _

o AMENDMENT to pendlnc appllcaUon: Appl1caUon ru. number:.., _

NOTE: It is not n~y to 11M thla form to amend a prevloUlly rued appllcaUon. Should you do IIQ, however. please
wbmlt only SecUon 1 &nd tha. other porUOnl of the form that oontaln the amanded lnf"ormaUon.

a 1.1 thiS &ppUcaUon mutually exclUltve with a renewal &ppllcaUon!

Call letters ICity

community or Ueen.
State

FCC 301

.11IM 'au



S'~t ion I I - LEGAL QUALIFICATIONS
Name of Applicant

K R Partners

1. Appl!ca.n t ls:

o Individual

o Other

~ General partnership

D Limited pa.rtnershlp

o For-profit corporatlon

o Not-for-prof1t corporatlon

2 If the applicant Is an unincorporated associatlon or a I~al entlty other than an Individual.
pa.rtnershlp. or corporation. describe In an Exhibit the nature of the appllcatlon.

NOTE: The terms ·appllcant.· ·pa.rtles to this appllcatlon: and ·non-party equity owners In the
appllcant· are defined In the Instructions for Sectlon II of th1s form. Complete Informatlon u to
each ·pa.rty to this appllcatlon· and each ·non-party equity owner In the appllcant· II required.
If the appllcant considers that to furnish complete Informatlon would poee an unreasonable
burden. It may request that the Commission waive the strict terms of th1s requirement with
appropriate Justlflcatlon.

Exhibit No.
DNA

Go If the applicant Is not an Individual. provide the date and place of 1111ne of the appllcant'l
enabllnc charter (ae. a llmited pa.rtnershlp must Identlfy Its certificate of llmlted partnership
and a corporatlon must Identlfy Ita artlcles of Incorporatlon by date and place of flllne):

Partnership Registr~tion statement
Date February 24, 1992 Place Filed with State of Hawaii, Department

of Commerce & Consume! Affairs
In the event there Is no requirement that the enabllne charter be fUed w1th the st&~ the
applicant shall Include the enabllne charter In the appllcant'l publlc Inspection 111e. If, In the
case of a pa.rtnershlp. the enabllne charter does not Include the partnership &(reement Itself.
the appllcant shall Include a copy of the &(reement In the appllcant'l public Inspectlon file.

4. Are there any documents, Instruments, contracts or understandlnel (written or oraD, other than
Instruments Identlf1ed In r88pon88 to Qu.uon 3 above. relatlnc to future ownership Interests
In the applicant, Includlnc but not l1mlted to, Insulated llmlted partnership .h~ nonvoUnc
stock Interesu. bene11clal ltock ownership Inte~ optlons. rlehts of 11m refusal, or
debentures?

If V... submit as an Exhibit all luch written documents, Instruments, contracts, or
underst.andlncs. and proVide the putlculars of any oral acreement.

Dves[K] No

IExhlb1t No. I
5. Complete. If appllcable, the followlnc certl11catlonc

(a.) Applicant certln. that no llmlted partner wtll be In vol ved In any material respect In the []] Yes 0 No
manacement oroperaUon of the pro~ statlon. DNA/Applicant is a General Partnership

If No. applle».nt must complete Qu-Uon e below with respect to all limited partners
actively Involved In the media actlvitles of the partnership.

(b) Does any Inveetment company I., ~.Iill.~ '" IS I.S.C. S.<:ti." '~.-J/. Insurance company, or
trust department of any I::&nk have an acerecated holdlne of creater than 5/11 but I_
than 10/11 of the outstandlnc vot.- of the applicant?

If Yea. applicant certifies that the entity holdlne such Interelt exerc1see no Influence or
control over the applicant, directl,Y or indirectly, and has no representatl ves amon~ the
officers and directors of the appUa..nt.

DvesD No

FCC 30 I <Pig. 2>

-"- 1018



StC1ion I I - LEGAL QUALIFICATIONS (Pig. 21

5. :":st the applicant. partl8ll to the ..ppllcatlon and non-party equIty owners In the appl!canL Uie one column for e.e.c!:
~ndlvld:lal or entHy. Attach ~dttlonal ~8lI If n~ry.

~a~e and residence of the appllcant and, If
al=j::~:at::e. U.s offlcers. directors. stockhold.ers. or
;:a:~::e~ (If o':-.er than Individual a.lso show name.
acc.:ess a.nd ~I~:;:e~,sh:p of r.atunl person authorized
to vo~e tr.e stock). :":st the a~pllC8.nt flrst. ofncers
:".ex~ then d~:-ectors and. t::ereafter. remalnln~

stocitho;ders and plrtners.

2 C:'.tzenshlp.

3. Ofnee or directorship held.

4. Sumber of shares or natu~ or partnership Interests.

5. Number of votes.

8. ?ercen~e of vot_

7. Other exlstlnc attributable Interests In any broadcas'.
stat1on. 1nelud1nc the nature .. no Ilze of s-..:ch
Interests.

8. All other ownership Interests of 5~ or ::'lore
(Whether or not attributable). as well as ar::;
corporate ofncershlp or directorsh1Po In broadcast,
cable. or newspaper entltles In the same market or
with overlapplne stenal. In the same broadcast
servtce. u d8ICMbed In 47 C.F.R. Section 7:3.356l5 and
76J50L Includlnc the nature and size of such Interes~

and the po81Uol1.l held.

K R Partners Julie Katherine O'Connor Nelson Ray Parker

P.o. Box 111333 Puu Nani Subdivision Highway 11
Suite 317 Puu Nania Street Tamarac Pines, Apt. A7

Kamuela, HI 96743 Kamuela, HI 96743 Kamuela, HI 96743
(No Str~et Address
Available On Area)

.
2 Hawaii partnership united States United States

3. DNA DNA DNA

4. DNA General Partner (75% ) General Partner (25%)

'" DNA 75 25

6.
DNA 75% 25%

7. -
None None None

None None None

8.

.,

FCC 301 <PAIle J)

JlJIle Itt.



INTEGRATION STATEMENT

Julie K. O'Connor will operate full-time (at least 40

hours per week) as General Manager of her proposed FM Broadcast

Station. She will perform the customary and usual duties of the

General Manager and will have responsibility for determining and

executing all station policies. She will plan and carry out the

organizational structure of the radio station, recruit and hire

all personnel in various areas of station operations, supervise

the execution of duties by staff persons, and be the superior

voice in both day-to-day and ultimate decision-making.

Julie K. O'Connor will claim qualitative credit for her

past local residence in the service area from 1979 until April

1990, at which time she moved to the community of license.

Waimea and Kamuela are coterminous, Kamuela providing the post

office address. Ms. O'Connor will further claim qualitative

enhancement for civic/charitable affiliations within the service

area and for her female status, assuming that the Commission

retains that comparative enhancement factor. Finally, Ms.

O'Connor will claim qualitative enhancement for her broadcasting

experience which includes the following:

1989 to Present - Station KLUA(FM), Kailua­

Kana, Hawaii (Account Executive)

Nelson Ray Parker will operate full-time (at least 40

hours per week) as Sales Manager of the proposed FM Broadcast

Station. He will be responsible for the sale of broadcast time



on behalf of selected clients. His duties will include the

recruitment and.hiring of the sales staff in consultation with

the General Manager; retention of the national or regional sales

representatives; the development of the sales program, in

consultation with the General Manager; the execution of sales and

advertising policies adopted in coordination with the General

Manager; and the review and coordination of sales efforts made by

the sales staff of the station.

Nelson Ray Parker will claim qualitative credit for his

past local residence from 1987 to the present, as well as for

civic/charitable affiliations within the service area. He will

further claim qualitative enhancement for his status as an Asian-

American, and for his broadcast experience which includes the

following:

1983-1987 Station KKBG(FM), Hilo, Hawaii
(announcer)

1987 -- Station KWXX(FM}, Hilo, Hawaii
(announcer)

1990-present -- Station KLVA(FM}, Kailua­
Kana, Hawaii (account executive, announcer)

Both Ms. O'Connor and Mr. Parker will resign their

positions in the event that the application is granted. Neither

partner has had any cognizable interest in the media of mass

communications.



ATTACHMENT 3



-·.L

RECEIVED

JUL 28 1992
Federal Communications Commission

Ollice of the Secretary

AMENDMENT

The application of KR Partners for a new FM broadcast

station at Waimea, Hawaii, is hereby amended with the attached

information concerning £i~ancing for the station.

Respectfully submitted

KR PARTNERS

Dated: S·c2.6-- tJd.-



REASONS FOR AMENDMENT

RECEIVED

JUl 26 1992
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary
Julie K. O'Connor originally filed an application for

Channel 256C at Waimea, Hawaii on October 1, 1991. At that time

she had estimated costs of construction and 90 day operation

without revenue at $388,300. Ms. O'Connor's source of financing

at the time was Mr. George Handgis, a past business associate,

who was to supply $400,000 for costs of construction and 90 day

operation without revenue.

Subsequently, the application was amended to propose a

partnership - KR Partners, of which Ms. O'Connor was a 75%

partner.

On April 28, 1992 George Handgis wrote to Ms. O'Connor

withdrawing his proposed financial support. Ms. O'Connor

received this letter on May 5, 1992. Prior to this letter,

Ms. O'Connor had had discussions with Mr. Handgis concerning

doubts about his continued support, but not until its receipt was

she finally apprised that she could not rely upon his support.

KR Partners immediately began seeking alternative

financial support and was able to secure reasonable availability

of financing from BDC Services, Inc. Prior to securing such

financing, Ms. O'Connor did a further estimate of costs of

construction and 90 day operation without revenue. Her revised

estimate totals $203,450 which will be more than covered by the

amount to be supplied by BDC Services, Inc.



SECTION III - FINANCIAL ""UIFICATIONS

·N.OT~ If this application Is for a change In an operatlng facility do not fill out thIs secllon.

I. The applicant certlfles that 5ufflclent net liquId assets are on hand or that sufflclent funds
are available from commllted sources to construct and operate the requested faclllties for

three months without revenue.

2 State the total funds you estlmate are necessary to construct and operate the requested

faclllty for three months wIthout revenue.

3. Identlfy each source of funds. Including the name, address. and telephone number of the
source (and a contact person If the source Is an entity), the relatlonshlp (If any) of the
source to the appHcant. and the amount of funds to be supplied by each source.

W Yes 0 No

$ 203,450

.'

Source of Funds
Telephone Number Relatlonshlp

(Name and Address)
Amount

BDC Services, Inc. (818) 792-6747 Lender $250,000
766 S. Ayon
Nazusa, California 91702

Michael Marikian

FCC 301 (PIO. 7l

Ftll(uary lGG2


